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Rebuttal to Argument in Favor of Measure C

How many times have we heard that if the latest massive project isn’t
approved the City will fall apart?

How many times have we heard from ex-mayor lobbyists that yet
another massive development is “good for Beverly Hills™?

How many times have we heard from self-interested parties that we
need to approve projects at whatever oversized dimensions
developers demand for “police, fire, and schools™?

Who are they kidding?

LVMH, the developer behind the Cheval Blanc hotel has hired an army
of lobbyists, consultants, and PR flacks (including convicted felons) to
create the illusion of community support.

Don’t be fooled.

They’re hiding the fact that they are fleecing the City. Despite the
unprecedented considerations they are demanding, including an
alleyway relocation, they are refusing to increase the TOT (bed tax)
level on rooms costing an average of over $2000 a night. Instead of
agreeing to dedicated funding for much needed affordable housing for
our seniors, LVMH cares more about saving their hotel guests a few
bucks and increasing their own massive profits.

LVMH doesn’t need corporate welfare; it's the largest luxury
conglomerate in the world, owned by the world’s richest man.

Just say “No” to this terrible deal. Say “No,” once and for all, to
developer greed. Vote No on Measure C.



